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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

In response to the election of species requirement niailed Aftil 28, 2005, 
Applicants, elect with traverse, Species 1 and Sub^ecies B for initial examination. The claims 
read on Species 1 and Subspecies B include claims 1-20. Applicants also identify claims 
1 and 13 as generic. The election of species requirement with regard to species 1-21 and 
Subspecies A and B is respectfully traversed on the basis that although the designated species 
may be p^lentably distmct» they are not mutually exclusive. MPEP 806.04(f> specifies that 
^[c]laims to be restricted to difierent species must be mutually exclusive." However^ the species 
recited by the ofSce action are not mutually exclusive. That is» no features in any of the 
identified figures is mutually exclusive with features in any of &e other structures. Therefore, 
Applicants respectfully request that the election of species requirement be withdrawn on this 
basis. 

Applicants also submit that the search of all the Species and Subspecies would 
present no undue burden on the Examiner as the claims are substantially related by the concepts 
in the generic claims. Hus is evidenced by the fact that the &caminer has identified claims 1 and 
13 as generic but has not identified separate classes for these or any of the claims. Therefore, 
Applicants respectMy request that the election of species requirement be withdrawn on ibis 
separate and additional basis. 

Further, Applicants respectfully point out that per MJ^.E.P. 809 02(aX if generic 
claims 1 and 13 are fbxmd to be allowable, then examiimtion of all non-elected species clainis 
will be necessary. 

Also in order to provide a varying scope of cov^ge for Applicants invention, 
claims 21-24 are newly presented. These claims are fully supported in the Specification as filed* 
See the specification, for example, at pages 14-lS. These claims are d^endant fiom claim 1 and 
thus, present no undue burden on the Examiner to search these claims given the &ct that the 
Examiner has identified claim 1 as gmeric. 
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CONCLUSION 

In view of the foregoing. Applicants believe all claims now priding in ttds 
Application are in condition for allowance. The issuance of a fonnal Notice of Allowance at an 
early date is lespectfiilly requested. 

If the Examiner believes a telephone confisrence would esqiedite prosecution of 
this application^ please telephone tiie undersigned at 650-326-2400. 

It is believed that no fees are due with this response; however, should any fees be 
required under 37 CJP.R. § 1,16 to 1.21 for any reason, the Commissioner is authorized to charge 
Deposit Account No 20-1430. 



TOWNSEND and TOWNSEND and CREW LLP 

Two Embarcadero Center, Eighth Floor 

San Francisco, California 941 1 1-3834 

Tel: 650-326-2400 

Fax: 415-576-0300 

Attachments 

JMHrsnb 
60490500 vrl 



RespectfuUy^submitted, 





I Hartis 
Bg.No. 44,743 



PAGE 8I8'RCVDAT»31/20054:59:49PM [Eastern 



